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Abstract

This study evaluates the groundwater quality near the Mohammadabad municipal solid waste landfill
in Qazvin, Iran, by examining the physical and chemical parameters of the water. The physicochemical
parameters, major ions, and heavy metals in the water were investigated using indices such as the Water
Hydrochemistry, Landfill Quality Index (WQI). In the wet season, the concentrations of chloride (339.8 mg/L), sulfate (365 mg/L),
Heavy Metals, Water quality ~ and sodium (268.7 mg/L), as well as electrical conductivity (EC) with an average of 13035 puS/cm and
index. total dissolved solids (TDS) with an average of 9338.1 mg/L, were significantly higher than the
permissible limits of WHO and EPA. In the wet season, the concentrations of some heavy metals such
as Pb and Ni exceeded WHO standards, averaging 23.7 pg/L and 49.3 ug/L, respectively. However, in
the dry season, metal concentrations decreased, although in the monitoring wells, the average levels of
heavy metals in the order of Fe > Zn > Pb > Mn > As > Ni > Hg still exceeded the permissible limits of
WHO and EPA. Water Quality Index (WQI) results showed that 27.5% of the samples in the wet season
and 8% in the dry season had unsuitable quality for drinking purposes. The stations located near the
landfill exhibited the poorest water quality in both seasons. The results from Piper and Gibbs diagrams
indicated that the dominant water type in the area is chloro-sulfate, and processes such as evaporation
and interaction with evaporitic sediments play a major role in shaping the groundwater chemistry.
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Introduction

The rapid increase in municipal solid waste (MSW) and
industrial production, coupled with inadequate landfill
management practices, has resulted in widespread
contamination of groundwater resources, particularly in
developing countries. Despite their low operating costs,

leachate, posing health risks such as carcinogenic effects
(Najafi Saleh et al., 2020; Kazemi et al., 2023). Qazvin
Province, with a daily waste production of 500-550 tons and
a high reliance on groundwater, faces significant
environmental challenges. The Mohammadabad landfill, one
of the largest in the country, receives 900 tons of waste per

landfills pose a significant threat to groundwater quality due
to the leakage of leachate and the release of hazardous
pollutants, including heavy metals (Huang et al., 2024).
Studies worldwide, including research in Congo, India, and
Iran,, have demonstrated that waters contaminated by landfill
leachate are unsuitable for human consumption due to high
concentrations of heavy metals and organic compounds
(Naveen et al., 2017). In Iran, research conducted in
Ghaemshahr and Saravan has confirmed that groundwater
quality in the vicinity of landfills is severely compromised by

day, and if poorly managed, it could threaten the region's
groundwater quality (Aliaghaei et al., 2020). This study, for
the first time, investigates the impact of the Mohammadabad
landfill on groundwater resources, employing parameters
such as total dissolved solids (TDS), chemical oxygen
demand (COD), dissolved oxygen (DO), and water guality
index (WQI) to propose solutions for improving the
management of these vital resources.
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Materials and Methods
Data sampling and analysis

To evaluate groundwater quality and landfill leachate
pollution of Mohammadabad landfill, Qazvin, the sampling
was carried out during the wet season (June 2021) and dry
season (November 2021). In each period, 12 groundwater
samples were collected from multiple sites including
upstream, downstream, monitoring wells, and the landfill
site. Sampling followed standard procedures: the wells were
pumped, and the sampling containers were flushed before
being transported to the laboratory for analysis (Rice et al.,
2012). Heavy metals were quantified using Inductively
Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry (ICP-MS), while
physicochemical parameters including pH, electrical
conductivity (EC), total dissolved solids (TDS), and major
anions (carbonate, bicarbonate, chloride, sulfate, and nitrate)
were analyzed through titration, ion chromatography, and
flame photometry. The resulting data were statistically
evaluated using SPSS and Ag.QA software. A topographic
map of the study area was developed utilizing Geographic
Information System (GIS) technigues, incorporating ASTER
digital elevation model (DEM) data via ArcGIS software.

To evaluate groundwater quality, the Water Quality
Index (WQI) was computed based on the guideline
standards of the World Health Organization (WHO) and
the Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment
(CCME). Each parameter was assigned a weight
according to its relative importance, and deviations from
the prescribed limits were assessed accordingly.
Additionally, range, frequency, and amplitude were
examined as supplementary indicators for water quality
assessment.

Results and Discussion
Evaluation of Water Quality Parameters

The investigation of groundwater chemical parameters
revealed that concentrations of various anions and cations
exceeded the permissible limits set by WHO and EPA
standards during both wet and dry seasons (Table 1).
Notably, chloride (CI7) concentrations were 339.8 mg/L in
the wet season and 363.6 mg/L in the dry season, while
sulfate (SO,*”) measured 365 mg/L and 410.6 mg/L,
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respectively, both exceeding the WHO limit of 250 mg/L.
Sodium (Na*) concentrations were higher in the wet season
at 268.7 mg/L compared to 178.8 mg/L in the dry season, but
monitoring wells near the landfill showed alarming levels:
chloride at 2860.8 mg/L, sulfate at 3000.9 mg/L, and sodium
at 2191.9 mg/L. Electrical conductivity (EC) averaged 13035
uS/cmand total dissolved solids (TDS) reached 9338.1 mg/L,
far exceeding WHO limits. Additionally, organic pollution
indices indicated severe contamination, with BOD levels
reaching 50.2 mg/L in monitoring wells.

Hydrochemical Facies Determination of
Groundwater

Interpretation of the Piper diagram indicates that the
regional groundwater is characterized by a chloro-sulfate
hydrogeochemical type with a dominant sodic facies. This
composition reflects the influence of geochemical processes,
particularly the dissolution of evaporite minerals such as
halite and gypsum, as well as cation exchange reactions.
These findings highlight the significant role of water—rock
interactions in modifying groundwater chemistry, likely
driven by the mineralogical composition of surrounding salt-

bearing formations (Fig. 3).

Processes Controlling Water Chemistry

The hydrochemical composition of groundwater is
primarily governed by three processes: water-rock
interaction, evaporation, and precipitation. The Gibbs
diagram was employed to evaluate the relative influence of
these mechanisms. A typical geochemical trend observed in
the study area involves a transition from bicarbonate to
chloride dominance, accompanied by increased salinity. This
pattern is largely attributed to the dissolution of carbonate
minerals and cation exchange processes with the aquifer
matrix. Plotting the results from two sampling campaigns on
the Gibbs diagram revealed that evaporation plays a
dominant role in the geochemical evolution of groundwater
in the region (Fig. 4).

The Water Quality Index (WQI)
The Water Quality Index (WQI) assessment of
groundwater in the vicinity of the landfill revealed notable
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seasonal variations. During the wet season, 45.5% of the
samples were classified as excellent, 18% as good, 9% as
very poor, and 27.5% as unsuitable for drinking purposes. In
contrast, the dry season showed a shift, with 67% of the
samples falling into the good category, 17% into poor, 8%
into very poor and 8% deemed unsuitable. Wells located
downstream of the landfill consistently exhibited the lowest
water quality in both seasons, whereas upstream wells
demonstrated relatively better quality, particularly during the
dry period. The findings indicate that groundwater quality
generally improves with increasing distance from the landfill.
However, poor water quality was also detected in some
remote areas, likely due to contamination from nearby
livestock farms (Uddin et al., 2023). Additionally, during the
dry season, reduced precipitation combined with elevated
evaporation rates intensified the concentration of pollutants,
further degrading groundwater quality downstream of the
landfill (Fig. 5).

Heavy Metal Concentrations in Water Resources

Groundwater analysis during the wet season revealed that
concentrations of certain heavy metals specifically lead,
nickel, arsenic, and zinc exceeded the permissible limits set
by the WHO (2018) and EPA (2018). Notably, lead
concentrations in samples collected from downstream
stations reached 32.8 pg/LL and 64.4 pg/L, significantly
surpassing the WHO guideline of 10 pg/L. Similarly, nickel
and arsenic levels measured at 103 pg/L and 34.9 pg/L,
respectively, were also substantially above the accepted
thresholds. Although the concentrations of these metals
decreased during the dry season, monitoring wells located
near leachate zones continued to exhibit levels above the
regulatory limits. These findings underscore the persistent
impact of landfill leachate on groundwater quality,
particularly in areas with limited dilution capacity and high
contaminant mobility (Table 2).

Assessing  Groundwater the
CCMEWQI

A comparative graph of the water quality assessment
using the CCMEWQI index revealed that during the wet

season, 36.3% of the samples were classified as good, 54.5%

Quality  Using
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as average, and 9% as poor. In contrast, the dry season
showed an improvement in water quality, with 50% of the
samples classified as excellent and the other 50% as good.
The CCMEWQI index for samples from both the wet and dry
seasons is provided in Figure 6.

Cluster Analysis of Groundwater Quality

Cluster analysis of sampling stations for both wet and dry
seasons revealed distinct groupings based on groundwater
quality parameters. During the wet season, station W12
formed an independent cluster, reflecting markedly different
water quality likely resulting from direct infiltration of
pollutants from the nearby landfill. The first cluster included
stations W5 (used for livestock) and W11 (drinking water
source for Mohammadabad village), indicating similar water
quality characteristics. The second cluster grouped stations
W10 (livestock use), W3, W8, and W9, suggesting relatively
homogeneous hydrochemical conditions across these
locations.

In the dry season, monitoring well P4 situated adjacent to
the waste pile was isolated from the rest due to exceptionally
high concentrations of electrical conductivity (EC), chloride,
and sodium, all exceeding permissible limits. The first major
cluster included samples P5 and P1, both located near
municipal and industrial waste disposal sites, and showed
significant contamination. The second cluster comprised
subgroups with variable water quality, including wells with
the lowest contamination levels such as P2, P3, and P®6.
Additionally, downstream stations (W6, W7, W8, W9, W12,
and W13) were grouped together, indicating the consistent
influence of leachate migration and solid waste impact on
groundwater quality in these areas (Fig. 7).

Bivariate Analysis of Water Quality Parameters and
Heavy Metals

The ion ratio diagrams for the wet season samples
demonstrate significant correlations between key water
quality parameters and heavy metal concentrations. A strong
positive correlation was observed between electrical
conductivity (EC) and the concentrations of chloride,
sodium, and potassium, indicating that elevated salinity is
directly associated with increased levels of these major ions.
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Additionally, a positive correlation between arsenic and
copper suggests a common anthropogenic origin, likely
linked to industrial or urban activities. In contrast, a negative
correlation between nitrate and vanadium implies distinct
pollution sources. Nitrate contamination is predominantly
attributed to agricultural runoff and the use of chemical
fertilizers, whereas vanadium presence is more closely
associated with industrial discharges.

Conclusions

This study evaluated the seasonal variation in
groundwater quality surrounding the Mohammadabad
landfill in Qazvin, focusing on data collected during the wet
(June 2021) and dry (November 2021) seasons. The results
demonstrated that groundwater quality was influenced by
both natural hydrogeochemical processes and anthropogenic
activities, including leachate infiltration from solid waste
disposal sites, as well as agricultural and livestock-related
contamination. Elevated levels of major ions particularly
chloride, sulfate, and sodium along with increased electrical
conductivity (EC) and total dissolved solids (TDS), indicated
significant degradation of groundwater quality, especially in
wells located near the landfill. Organic pollution indices
(BOD and COD) peaked during the wet season due to
increased leachate mobility but remained elevated in
proximity to the landfill throughout both seasons.

Hydrogeochemical analysis identified key processes such
as mineral dissolution, cation exchange, and evaporation as
drivers of groundwater chemistry. Water quality indices
(WQI and CCME WQI) revealed a relative improvement in
water quality during the dry season. However, persistently
high concentrations of heavy metals most notably arsenic and
lead pose ongoing environmental and public health risks.
Although the impact of landfill leachate was localized,
livestock farming was found to be a major contributor to
widespread groundwater contamination. These findings
underscore the need for continuous groundwater quality
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monitoring and further research, including microplastic
detection and stable isotope analysis, to ensure the
sustainable management and protection of regional water
resources.
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Fig. 1. Geological map of Qazvin Province and the Mohammadabad landfill area, 1:100000 (Geological Survey and Mineral
Explorations of Iran, 2002).
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Table.1. Summary of results obtained from field measurements of water parameters, cations, and anions.

Parameter (Unit) Season Min Max Mean Median SD CV  WHO (2018) EPA (2018)
CI- (mg/l)
Wet 130.8 590.3 339.8 3139 1712 05 250 250
Dry 149.2 6182 3636  309.9 178.3 0.49
Monitoring Well  337.2 7628 2860.8 2312 2882 1
NOs™ (mg/l)
Wet 6.8 11.8 9.2 8.8 1.7 0.1 * 10
Dry 6.6 11.9 9 8.8 1.7 0.1
Monitoring Well 4.8 92.1 47.2 45.9 37 0.7
S04 (mg/l)
Wet 1634 7237 365 370.4 1619 04 250 250
Dry 1946 708.7 4106  378.1 1806 04
Monitoring Well  341.8 9210 30009 17704 34448 1.1
HCOs™ (mg/l)
Wet 54.3 192 127.8 132.6 39.1 0.3 100 *
Dry 57 190 128.4 133 37.7 0.2
Monitoring Well ~ 110.7 151 136.2 142 16.6 0.1
Ca% (mg/l)
Wet 59.7 2772 1415 108.3 72.1 0.5 150 *
Dry 59.8 224 120.1 119 46.1 0.3
Monitoring Well ~ 123.2 12159 5239 4433 4175 0.8
Mg?* (mg/1)
Wet 36 319 98.8 60 81.7 0.8 150 *
Dry 33.7 153 80.4 60.2 39.7 0.4
Monitoring Well 52 18729 611.2 445.8 687.3 11
Na* (mg/l)
Wet 1211 501.7 268.7 250.6 1223 04 200 30-60
Dry 934 313 178.8 168 63.43 0.3
Monitoring Well 1725 8098.2 21919 9924 30631 14
K* (mg/l)
Wet 3.5 8.8 5.2 5 1.6 0.3 12 *
Dry 4.1 6.9 5.1 4.8 0.9 0.1
Monitoring Well 6 21.7 12.8 11.2 7.1 0.5
EC (umho/cm)
Wet 885 4250 18714 16365 9342 05 400
Dry 853 2790 1642.8 16125 6275 0.3
Monitoring Well 1960 38600 13035 9260 12808.2 0.9
pH
Wet 6.7 7.8 6.9 6.9 0.2 0.04 6.5-8.5 6.5-85
Dry 6.5 7.7 7.1 7.2 0.3 0.05

\Rl4
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Monitoring Well 6.9 7.6 7.3 7.3 0.2 0.03
TDS (mg/l)
Wet 697.3 22495 1356.7 14146 5051 0.3 1000 500
Dry 691.7 21291 1296.8 12449 456 0.3
Monitoring Well 1153.9 27694 9338.1 64751 93405 1
COD (mg/l)
Wet 3.7 29 115 8.8 10 - - -
Dry 2 176 53 3 6 -
Monitoring Well 3 21.5 13.3 5 9.3 -
BOD (mg/l) 3 5
Wet 111 676 278 219 22.7
Dry 3.8 382 145 10.7 12.8
Monitoring Well 15 81 50.2 52.5 34.6
ol as ols les Ggls loges 5l esliul L (et al., 2021
aly oo sledoe 5l oan¥l et ohigay o Jludl sloclad abio Juoip) ! 2leads soo,lus ) (pd
HCO3-50,4-Ca-MQ 3l isjyn) o] corboonsd o yosid g axlllaos ;g0
09.1; ).,l omaol&s Jyves) Q%.‘ el oaks Na-Ca-Cl-HCO;4 O “:-’T °)LM5') 9 o8 X g @wjj)j)m J—*J-?U )514.’-'“’4?
alllas 55 ol O potee Sogl5 095 o gy cnl cilale al3dl 4y AQQA |l531e 5 5l oolazwl b (5,15 paiges 0,90 0 40 00l (g S o;lul
ols anlllas 4ol aiigs O liewd Olpss I a0 (¥ Sy o asl)| (Piper, 1944) ol jlosges 5 2
Glanlp 3 bl ok Pul 5 ol i Ol o b aihie ey slaol a5 ol (las job jloges Juloo
256 o) e 5 Sl andllas aslllas ;5 a5 I3 el (ol yae 20 o« Shaw Al o)l g Slddguy IS lardigiig e
S y97e L by B0 sla oo 51 (3L (Sogll g Slusl slacallad v 3 S pdis oo SIS Pl ezmen olendssy oo 18
GloanTd ( olewdsss sloiiSly cosal p adlas g3 o o)l A 7 s 0013 Lits gl cpl il )13 S Jols slaass 3
Ol bt oS5 SIS o Sldl ol 5 Se Jols Sl oy 2l losd oS 5 i 50 Sam O sla STy
2,00 05T ey S5 sladiile SlaS 5 g (wlidie) la Sy b sl oo &5
Wang ) o, Kes 5 Sl aslllas K50 (s 5 il o o Gl L|
VY


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782
https://gnf.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2932-en.html

[ Downloaded from gnf.khu.ac.ir on 2025-11-17 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782 ]

8 e Spslme 55 (alerdgits e slaanlp g ol coiS oL

OhlSes 5 5 Sl

Legend

oWl
e W3
*we
. WS

win
w1
w12

u Pl
x P2
* P3
*Pa
®Ps
aPs

il loolr (€ 5 Stz Jad (0 5 Jad @ (o) T Glodiged sl Jloged ¥ S
Fig. 3. Piper diagram of groundwater samples. a) Wet season, b) Dry season, and ¢) Monitoring wells.

T8 50 Gl 3280 S sl el Bl o2 b aslios Wil o
Slalllas plowil ooy o il JolST 50 o 2 oo et 5
adlaa (Eby, 2016; Gibbs, 1970) el )5y carsisy
(Obiri-Nyarko et al., 2023) |,Ken 3 55,5 Lawgs oodspl!
ol 5 S ogas bl s iz 4o Kpone albj s e 4o
Lol i SIS Dol 5 oS Sojlsn slooss] 5 a5 ol la
oS o e wiS ool e o pleard LSS 0 1,
sanlin 5 ally s Jore slaalad lis Gludl plie 51 5k
GolS ole pu3us o5 ol gl anlllae 590 didlaie SN ol
slaol L 5 s Jols gloanlp i aalllas o il
Db gluled F5e Jolge 5l alad 3585 156 L oLl STL (e

Olyeds G S g (o Slaojlus ) adllas 9o ;o )0 (uisren

YA

w55 She plerdsiinns sl ) jsliiea
55 3 2l slraisel gl adlass 5o dibats foejy ol aloord
(F USs)
JUCS N Iy o o Hlid ayloges ol o blas iyl gz
Ol oS (oo gl diate oy ol (ot oSS )0 sage 1S
BB s (9l Sliges, 5l (o3 2l h9es 4 4z 9i b ggo0
osiile b guejp; ol Wi 50 Oile 4wl 4y
CoiS eanS S ol Qe Sl Gl S 5 st
ol 3@ oY (Jb opl b oiil oo dibie jo Of Slesiy o
Pl 5 o5 58l Jols S5 oy ol leibay oS 50503 oS
5ls,S Gl IS ol 5l e 1 4 e w3l slo IS


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782
https://gnf.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2932-en.html

[ Downloaded from gnf.khu.ac.ir on 2025-11-17 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782 ]

e 80 Jore O jglone 0 oliadigiig e slaan] b g Of cuaS b))

OhlSes 5 5 Sl

10000

a _ -~ 'Seawater |
] /

L ’3\?@\./'

1000 - S® L
g S

57 TRy
<,

i

100 | Rock dominance

Total dissolved salts (mg/L)

N
N
~ N ~
10 So \)_ b <
“~_ Precipitation
daminance

1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
Na*/(Na*+ Ca®")

10000
bm Pite Sm!‘-\':ltcr p
oy
> -
1000 - ?.QS‘ ¥
= e b @i’
g e Q./’
= - /
a 4
s / L
100 |Rock dominance A
= ~
z I
= So
g S . Jt‘,r/‘.‘)‘

~ ..
10 i \ ..

“~_ Precipitation

deminance

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Na*/(Na®+ Ca®")

e by sla SIS Ploul ,3b a5 was aslis ol Ll ous

s e L Ty gs Jobs slaaTyd s

10000¢
.-~ Seawater ,
o’ //
- ® .
eo.¥ o
100¢ pgn oe® 9
= o
) -
L L~
z
B Rock dominance'\
2 100 3
=
% ~
< ~
3
) 10 2
>« Precipitatior
~~dominance
1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
CI/(CI" + HCO3™)
10000
-~ Seawater ,
-,
’/’ ’/
N
P [ ]
1000 = 3
=) M e 0
Y -7 4
£ -
E Rock dominance’
e 100 x
s
' 10 e LN
~~_ Precipitatiqr
“~dominance
1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
CI"/(CI" + HCO3 )

Sz Jad 0 5 Jad @ - i) o Glodiges S Hlogei -F S

Fig.4. Gibbs diagram of groundwater samples. a) Wet season, b) Dry season

3 ae,s YOO 5 Jad o as sloplis baiged 85 sunaalb

G &S 00y ;0 Aoy YA (-Y0) Jle S e jo lediges
YVIO g (Ve r-VFP) chns [laws 85 03, )0 o) 1 (00-YF)
U KO FCN A R ooy Qo.:.ahﬂ Gy cslinl a5 00, o a0y
VY B -YF) 0o a5 00, ;0 adiges duo o PV (oS Jad o
S &S 00y 50 Gy A ((YO-OY) ns (S 03, 0 do o
Oeln] (sl cnliali (25 03, j0 o yd A g (Voo -VF) Cans

sl 18

14

WQD & cudeS’ (p5L0
L) BOD (slayal)ly a5 ols olis laell (o0 (335 s
L) @l o CNY (59 b mesly «CITY (59 L) PHCIFY (355
N S N K o s SIS NN YR TR ST
el g e 29y 4 a8 WQD G coas (a3l mls
BOD K* Mg? Na* .Ca?* .TDS EC .TH pH lo 2ol
slools _ns; ol sladiges sl NOs™ 5 SOZ CI HCOy

e oas &l B USE o e sl idod G|


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782
https://gnf.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2932-en.html

[ Downloaded from gnf.khu.ac.ir on 2025-11-17 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782 ]

e 80 Jore O jglone 0 oliadigiig e slaan] b g Of cuaS b))

OhlSes 5 5 Sl

oads aseie ol cuaS pals Lol Jalse olgicds ((rio Slauls
o
a5, (Asomaku, 2023) Slegw! bawg Koo (glaalllas o
aS ols lad )5 cwyp |y a9 % sla o) Glbl Ol cpaS as
50 S ysbas uejp; ol 5 00g £/ L YT/ sogame ;0 WQI
Sl 4 Sogl (Jrplb sl ool gamail Cg b Jle oo,
03,5 Sl Gilagr oz GG o 9 S8 wile S

VY-

oly a5 ol las (WQI) o coas asls b)) mbs
shls 6o paiges Juad 90 2 50 Jdaid Cewsimly 58 5)l0 po e
Sy 5 Jad o nl poedle o Ol CokS i iomb
Slp celil a8 00y jo 58 Jdad cewaVl o (5ylo 0 e
5 2l Sgnge o] ChS Sis b o Lol s 15 asels]
S Jad jo fdad cewoml 5o 6l e g leel> (ilde
0y s | ol cudS pals

by o8 oo 3l alols zoliél as sl Les WQI jlade &l s
aul s 39 a0 atdl opl .ol ol o O CuiS Sguga b
8 J I b e b ) e ol lie kS
Wsle 18 golaels ST (Soop o aS (Ldadd 5l g0 sblie
3955 3| B Wlgie g9090 Gl Sl mly plizer Of CuiS
il gloolzally (5)laels slacluy 5l aijs s 5 ST slaeas,Vl
Gt St Ay 8 e g auled azds> (G 50 e
gl » e 395 w155 Sy o wiols s |y (Sl e
el oy

iy 2l Olr el el (Fail rals (o Sas fab o
Chle Gl e ggoge al 955 o0 oai VT (Fuis, el
D98 ge e Jdodd Cssimly )0 ol kS Rl g Jslowe Sl
53 Jslme slagy cdale iy pies g Lo alfl o Sas fab o
ol g0 WQI (a3l jo &l s el g ams oo ial38l 1, Ol
S (Sogll (o yme p it &5 Jdad cewsipmaly Bl o il
5 ool andllae o blie o el Fogad wiies Lol cois
WQI a3ls Lgeg> ailzog,,0 (Uddin et al., 2023) l,Ken
s 03, 40 5 g Sid Jad 90,0 0 Of cudlS aS ol las
shad Lal s 556 asllao 9o o sl 4135 5 hand 5 Ciand
ols adlllas ;o aS Solis ol b iyl oS O cetsS &l i
Olyeas S fab ;o looan VT (Fuss) (pals 5 pemes anl
Bgogz aslllas ;5 a5 > )5 wond axslisy coaS il Lol Lolse

5 Lodlols wile) e 5 Sl loedld 51 ol Soll


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782
https://gnf.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2932-en.html

[ Downloaded from gnf.khu.ac.ir on 2025-11-17 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/KJES.2025.11.1.107782 ]

R A I E U PRI JURW P EH [ PR ROV K gy Iy

OhlSen 5 ¢Sl

Low quality 200 Water Quality Index (WQI)
I Wet Season
[ Dry Season
250 i
200
& Il
150 1
100 - - (|
l] |
. . W1 W3 w4 w5 w6 W7 W10 W11 W12 W13
High quality

Jyad 53 00 (5 pslaaz ol (gladigas (55, » o0 plowl lalllas

Fig. 5. Calculation of water quality index (WQI) for groundwater samples.
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Table. 2. Summary of results obtained from measuring heavy metal concentrations in groundwater samples during the dry and wet

seasons, as well as monitoring wells.

Parameter (Unit) Season Min Max Mean Median SD CV WHO (2018) EPA (2018)
As (ug/l) 10 10
Wet 6.3 349 128 11 8 0.6
Dry 1.2 5.9 3.7 3.8 1.4 0.4
Monitoring Well 53 118 51.2 43.7 38 0.7
Cd (ug/l) 3 S
Wet 2 2 2 2 0.6 0.3
Dry <1 <1 <1 0 0 0
Monitoring Well 1.9 4.1 2.9 2.8 1.6 0.5
Cu (ug/l) 2000 1000
Wet 04 11 3.7 3.6 34 0.9
Dry 1 1 1 1 0.2 0.2
Y
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Monitoring Well  10.9 26.7 185 18.3 11 0.5
Pb (ug/l) 10 15
Wet 136 476 237 22.3 9.5 0.4
Dry 12 36 2.5 2.4 1 0.4
Monitoring Well 474 110 65.1 52.5 249 03
Hg (ug/l) _ 2
Wet 12 12 1.2 1.2 0.3 0.3
Dry <1 <1 <1 0 0 0
Monitoring Well 10.9 26.7 18.5 18.3 11.03 05
Mo (ug/l) 10 _
Wet 16 3.1 2.1 2.1 0.4 0.2
Dry 1 1.9 1.4 1.4 0.5 0.3
Monitoring Well 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.2 1.3 0.4
Fe (ug/l) 300 300
Wet 10 40 26 30 166 0.6
Dry 170 640 3925 370 161.3 04
Monitoring Well 10 3490 1375 1000 13626 0.9
Al (ugll) 200 50-200
Wet 10 90 37 25 30 0.8
Dry 40 90 60 60 134 0.2
Monitoring Well 70 220 148.3 165 577 03
Mn (ug/l) 50 50
Wet 10 10 10 10 3.02 03
Dry 10 10 10 10 2.8 0.2
Monitoring Well 10 140 64 30 60.5 0.9
Co (ug/l) _ _
Wet 1.2 3.8 2 17 1 0.5
Dry <1 <1 <1 0 0 0
Monitoring Well 1.3 2.6 1.9 1.9 0.5 0.2
V (ug/l) _ _
Wet 23.6 595 405 39.8 109 0.2
Dry 9 275 201 20.3 5 0.2
Monitoring Well 21.7 143  62.8 50.4 499 07
Ni (ug/l) 20 —
Wet 193 104 493 38.6 268 05
Dry 12 54 31 3.2 182 05
Monitoring Well 3.6 116 344 9.1 458 13
Cr (ug/l) 50 100
Wet 25 444 18 16.2 108 0.6
Dry 1.7 171 121 13.3 4.3 0.3
MonitoringWell 1.3 154 8.6 8.9 6.3 0.7
Zn (ug/l) 50 _
Wet 12 363 611 7 1115 1.8

\YY
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